
FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

IV.5  Individual DEIR Mailed Comments P-1 to P-75 
 
This section presents responses to individual public comments (i.e., not form letter or form letter 
based) received the U.S. mail or other non-electronic delivery services. The responses immediately 
follow each letter and are organized in the same order as the comments in each letter. Several of the 
letters included attachments. Attachments were not included herein if our response did not directly 
reference the attachment. 
 
Mailed comment submissions with multiple copies of a single letter format will be addressed in one 
sample from each type of form letter. Those with additional comments added will be addressed 
individually if the comment is substantive and thus warrants a separate response. 
 
There will not be comment letters for every number within the series because some letters dropped if 
they were duplicates or if they were found to be form letters.  Form letters are responded to in their 
own section of the FEIR. 
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Mailed Letter P-1 
 
Response to Comment 
Comment noted.   
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Mailed Letter P-2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The legislation that provided for establishment of the State Forest makes it very clear that 
demonstration of maximum sustained timber production is one of the primary purposes of forest 
management (see General Response 2).  
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes that there are many people and organizations that support a more 
preservation-oriented approach to forest management.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use 
concept and maximum sustained production of high quality timber products. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See response 2 (above).  
 
Response to Comment 4 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
A significant level of sustained timber production will occur at JDSF.  The Board supports efforts to 
grow and utilize trees and timber products.  
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted. Continued production from the forests of California is encouraged by the Board. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
Comment noted. The Board agrees with this comment. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
Comment noted.  Both JDSF and owners of other large, timbered properties that propose to harvest 
forest products, are required to establish a long term sustained yield, projected over a 100-year time 
period. 
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Mailed Letter P-3 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The stated preference for Alternative B is noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The allocation of stand types at JDSF is based upon consideration of the enabling legislation, Board 
policy, and existing regulation.  The planned allocation of forest area to late-seral forest protection 
and development does not preclude the development of a vast array of stand conditions that are 
suitable and available for demonstration of timber production and other forms of active management 
research.  Alternative G and the ADFFMP stress the importance of structural diversity on the Forest 
to support a wide range of research and demonstration. 
 
As currently planned, a significant level of timber production will occur within the Forest on an annual 
basis.  The designation of riparian zones as late-seral development areas does not preclude timber 
production and other forms of research, though the designation may limit the range of research that is 
possible.  
 
Response to Comment 3 
Please see response 1 (above). 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The management plan includes provision to actively manage areas designated for late seral 
development.  The Board recognizes the role that active management can play in acceleration of 
these forest structures and characteristics.  The designation of these areas does not preclude 
maintenance or creation of access for management purposes.  
 
Response to Comment 5 
Comments noted.  The Board concurs that the Forest has been well managed in most respects.  
Most of the forested area of JDSF, including reserves, stream zones, and areas designated for late-
seral forest development, remain available for management that will help create, maintain, or 
enhance the values for which those areas were designated. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted.  The Board does not control the operating budget for the Forest.  However, the 
Board supports the concept that the Forest be self sufficient, and develop sufficient funding to enable 
full implementation of the ADFFMP.  Many of the programs mentioned in the Governor's veto 
message are now supported primarily by the General Fund. 
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Mailed Letter P-4 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments and preference for Alternative D noted. 
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Mailed Letter P-5 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments noted. 
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Mailed Letter P-6 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Comment noted.  It is also the intent of the Board to return the management of JDSF to active status.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  The Board agrees that Alternative C1, as well as other alternatives 
represent a significant advancement in forest management when compared to the 1983 plan.  Over 
20 years have passed, and our understanding of forest management and forest stewardship has 
changed.  Alternative G and the ADFFMP build on Alternative C1. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board agrees with this statement.  It is the Board's intention that the management of JDSF serve 
to inform the Board, public, and forest landowners. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
Comment noted.  The Board fully supports continued research and demonstration that serves to 
inform and educate timberland owners.  The Board directed the development of Alternative G to 
increase the management emphasis on research and demonstration. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
Comment noted.  The management plan will continue the tradition of a working forest landscape that 
serves to demonstrate viable and sustainable forest management. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted.  The Board recognizes that Alternative C1 has potential to create and maintain a 
higher number of forest-sector jobs than alternatives that provide for a lower level of sustainable 
timber production (please also see General Response 14). 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The Board agrees with this statement. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Board generally agrees with this statement. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
The Board generally agrees with the statements made in this section of the letter. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
The Board agrees with this statement. 
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Mailed Letter P-7 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative B is noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes the fact that the loss of revenue in recent years has precluded some 
management activities.  In particular, an absence of significant revenue has reduced the level of road 
maintenance and improvement, as well as other aspects of forest management, such as timber stand 
improvement, stream restoration, research, and recreation. However, some level of management 
associated with these activities has occurred. 
 
The Board also recognizes that there has been a loss of tax revenue and jobs associated with the 
absence of timber production.  The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest 
to resume management activities, so the Board is working actively to certify the DEIR and approve a 
management plan. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Comment noted.  Alternative G and the ADFFMP place limitations on the amount of clearcutting and 
other evenaged management permitted, while still allowing these silvicultural methods to be used to 
support research and other specified forest management needs, such as forest health. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees with this statement.  Finding effective ways to deal with issues such as invasive 
exotic plants would be beneficial. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
The proposed management plan provides for diversity in stand structure, which is necessary for 
maintenance of a viable research and demonstration forest.   
 
Response to Comment 7 
Comment noted. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
Support for Alternative B noted. 
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Mailed Letter P-8 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  The State Forest will continue to be 
a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also promoting long term 
stewardship. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The management plan will enable JDSF to continue to demonstrate new and improved management 
techniques.  The demonstration program on the Forest serves as a valuable tool for informing the 
Board as regulations are considered.  
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board concurs that JDSF provides a valuable source of timber and revenue for the local 
economy.  The management plan includes provision for sustained production and long term 
sustained yield (LTSY).  Support for Alternative C1 is noted. Please see General Response 2. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board is also hopeful that JDSF can play a role in demonstrating that timber production is a 
viable and valuable use of forest land in the region. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The management plan will provide for a significant economic contribution to the local economy. 
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Mailed Letter P-9 
 
Response to Comment 
Support for Alternative C1 noted. Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  The State Forest will continue to be 
a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also promoting long term 
stewardship. 
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Mailed Letter P-12 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted.  The management plan provides for utilization of revenue in support 
of the items noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The management plan will provide for a significant contribution to the local economy.  The stated 
preference for no clearcutting is noted. The management plan restricts the application of even-aged 
management and restricts the use of clearcutting to that needed to support a diverse research 
program and areas with extreme regeneration difficulties where clearcutting offers a viable means to 
regenerate these sites.  Very little clearcutting is anticipated (see also General Response 10). 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board believes that active management includes strong forest security, which will improve the 
level of environmental protection, and will reduce the impacts upon aesthetics caused by illegal 
dumping. 
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Mailed Letter P-13 
 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments and support for Alternative C1 noted.  The management plan, as adopted, represents a 
reasonable balance between production, protection, restoration, and recreation.  The Board agrees 
that the management of the past has been largely successful in implementing the intent of the Board 
and enabling legislation as specified in the various management plans of the past. 
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Mailed Letter P-14 
 
 
Response to Comment  
Comments and support for Alternative C1 noted.  The Board agrees that there is value in 
demonstration of effective resource protection while producing timber products at the State and local 
level.  Continued or increased production from California forests may help to reduce the level of 
imports, and may serve to reduce environmental impacts in areas not subject to significant 
environmental protection. 
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Mailed Letter P-15 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The ADFFMP reflects the Board's policies.  Active timber harvest is conducted for the purposes of 
research and demonstration, while providing protection and maintaining or enhancing biodiversity. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The potential for impacts to listed bird species and species of special concern was considered within 
an extensive assessment area that includes not only JDSF, but also the entire Noyo and Big River 
watershed areas.  The assessment considered currently available habitat, and anticipated habitat 
availability in the future.  Both direct and indirect impacts to individual species were considered.  
Based upon the assessment that was conducted, significant impacts to these species are not 
expected to occur, due to the long-term retention and creation of suitable habitat. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Please see General Response 10.  The practice of clearcutting is to be minimized within JDSF.  
Significant impacts associated with this minimal level of clearcutting are not expected to occur.  In 
fact, when utilized as proposed, the creation of even-aged forest patches may prove beneficial to 
some species of wildlife, in conjunction with retention of structural elements as proposed.  Species 
such as the osprey and purple martin have been associated with structural elements that often occur 
naturally within or above forest clearings.  In the past, these features were often associated with the 
natural occurrence of fire. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The analysis performed for the DEIR specifically recognizes and considers the value of forested 
habitat for birds, including the values of food and shelter (see DEIR Sections VII 6.6 and VIII 7.2).   
The citation of Lehmkuhl and Raphael (1993) has been added to the list of references. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The cited tables and methods are explained in detail in DEIR Section VII.6.6.  An appropriate and 
thorough assessment of the potential for impacts to wildlife makes use of both models and scientific 
data and observation.  The models utilized in the assessment are widely recognized, and their use is 
supported by the Department of Fish and Game.  Specific local data and observation is limited.  Due 
to these limitations, models are capable of providing valuable insight into potential for impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
The comment is not specific regarding perceived survey limitations.  The analysis included the best 
available information.  The management plan will maintain habitat for all species that currently utilize 
the Forest, and will provide for creation of additional habitat for bird species that are associated with 
older forests.  
 
Response to Comment 7 
The management plan provides for protocol survey of bird species of concern, and an assessment of 
potential impacts associated with planned projects.  Protection of species will also be provided by 
provisions for maintenance and creation of habitats.  The finalized plan’s future research priorities 
include examining upland wildlife habitat relationships. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Board agrees with this statement.  Development of late seral forest and associated canopy will 
be an important element of the management plan.  The ADFFMP designates an Older Forest 
Structure Zone that will connect most existing old growth groves resulting in a 6,803 acre linkage 
across the forest. This can provide an area available for research on forest canopy. 
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Response to Comment 9 
The ADFFMP makes use of good science in the practice of sustainable harvesting.  The timber 
harvest level under the ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest 
structures designed to support a viable research and demonstration program rather than a goal of a 
particular level of timber production.  This analysis has resulted in a planned average annual harvest 
level of approximately 20 to 25 million board feet which is well below current growth.  CAL FIRE has 
consistently harvested well below the growth of the forest, resulting in an ever increasing inventory of 
larger, older trees. Protection is provided to wildlife and plants, and significant impacts are not 
expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
Support for Alternatives E and F noted.  Comments concerning management preferences noted.  The 
management plan provides for retention of old trees with structural characteristics of value to wildlife.  
The development of recreational facilities will be preceded by an assessment of the potential for 
impacts to fish and wildlife.  Significant impacts will be avoided through use of thorough assessment, 
including appropriate siting, and mitigation.  Invasive species control will be accomplished by 
utilization of methods that will avoid significant impacts (see DEIR Section VII.8), and will be 
administered by personnel with the appropriate credentials and training to meet existing regulatory 
standards.  The Forest staff includes individuals with training, experience, and education in the field of 
forest ecology.  
 
Response to Comment 11 
The Board recognizes the contribution that JDSF can make to the recovery of the marbled murrelet.  
The proposed management of forested area for development of late-seral forest conditions will aid in 
the development of potential habitat for the species.  The management measure found in DEIR 
Section VII.6.6.4 will insure that a future contribution toward additional potential habitat will be 
carefully considered.  Alternative G designates an additional 1,549 acres in the area of upper Russian 
Gulch and lower Big River to late seral development prescriptions specifically intended to recruit 
habitat for the marbled murrelet (see RDEIR Map Figure 1).   See also General Response 9. 
 
Continued study and monitoring of northern spotted owls is expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 12 
Request noted.  The management plan and final EIR will be made available to the public.   
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Mailed Letter P-16 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments noted.  Preference for Alternative D, with further restrictions upon the use of herbicides 
noted.  The Board has initiated an approach that will limit herbicide use relative to C1. Alternatives to 
the use of herbicides will be explored and tested (see also General Response 7). 
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Mailed Letter P-17 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Preference for Alterative C1 or C2 noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board agrees that the form of stand management utilized should be appropriate for the stand and 
management objective.  Both even-aged and uneven-aged management will remain available, though 
some site-specific limitations will apply (see also General Response 10).  The management plan, as 
approved, uses a set of structural goals to guide planned harvest actions.  The central goal is not a 
particular level of timber harvest or a preferred method of harvesting but a set of forest structures that 
represent the full breadth of forest conditions.  A significant level of timber production is anticipated. 
 
Herbicides may be utilized as part of an integrated pest management (IPM) system, and will only be 
applied in a professional and judicious manner (see also General Response 7).   
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board agrees with these statements.  State Forest management will make a significant 
contribution to the local economy, and will serve to demonstrate the compatibility between timber 
production and other forest uses and values. 
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Mailed Letter P-18 
 
See Response to Form Letter 1. 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments noted.  It is the intent of the Board through adoption of the management plan that JDSF 
continue to make a significant contribution to the local economy, while remaining a valuable 
recreational resource.  The Board agrees that the recent absence of revenue has had a negative 
effect upon the local economy.  It is the Board's intent to return JDSF to a status of full and active 
management as soon as possible. 

Page IV.5-40 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
 

Page IV.5-41 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Mailed Letter P-19 
 
Response to Comment 
The management plan proposes a modest increase in the recreational trail system within JDSF, 
following a site-specific environmental analysis (see also General Response 14).  However, most of 
the road system within JDSF will remain open to riding and hiking, subject to seasonal closure, or 
temporary closure due to management activity for safety purposes.  At this time, no change in 
camping policy is anticipated.   
 
The Volcano Camp has been closed for many years, due to access and maintenance problems.  The 
status of the camp will be evaluated and repairs considered.  The request for maintenance and 
availability of the camp is noted.  
 
CAL FIRE and the Board welcome continued participation by recreational groups, and welcomes 
consideration of alternative trail routes when existing routes are temporarily closed due to 
management activity.  The Department will form and consult with a local recreational user-group. 
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Mailed Letter P-22 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  The Board developed Administrative Draft Forest Management 
Plan (ADFFMP) strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the 
legislative mandate and Board policy for the Demonstration State Forest system (see General 
Response 2).  The timber harvest level and allocation of silvicultural prescriptions under the 
Alternative G and the ADFFMP are based on providing a varied landscape with a diverse set of forest 
structures designed to support a world-class forest research and demonstration program, rather than 
to achieve a particular level of timber production.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
Comment noted.  The Board agrees that the size of JDSF provides a unique opportunity for research 
and demonstration at the sub-watershed or habitat-level.  The management plan retains management 
and research flexibility, while also providing for protection, restoration, and recreational opportunities. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Comment noted.  The legislation that provided for establishment of the State Forest makes it very 
clear that demonstration of maximum sustained timber production is one of the primary purposes of 
forest management at JDSF; therefore a significant level of sustained timber production will occur at 
JDSF.  The Board supports a balanced multiple use concept and maximum sustained production of 
high quality timber products.    
 
Response to Comment 4 
The level of fire hazard presented at JDSF is affected by many factors, including timber harvesting.  
However, the relative level of fire hazard is not directly related to the level of annual harvest, being 
much more influenced by stand structure, fuel levels, access, ignition potential, and fire control 
opportunities.  While harvesting tends to reduce the volume of timber in a given area, the reduction in 
standing volume alone does not necessarily reduce the level of fire hazard.  Please see Section 
VII.8.3 of the DEIR for the assessment of impacts associated with fire.  Significant impacts are not 
expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
Comments noted.  Management of JDSF will include provision for continued use of even-aged 
management systems and herbicides, subject to limitations (see also General Response 7 and 10).  
Future stand management will create and maintain habitat for neo-tropical bird species through 
periodic creation of early seral stages of stand development.  The potential environmental effects of 
stand management have been considered, and significant impacts are not expected to occur.  
Impacts will be avoided by many factors, including harvest limitations, establishment of protection 
zones, harvest level and rate, and erosion control measures.  Please see DEIR Section VII for the 
assessment of potential impacts associated with general management of the Forest. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted. The relative production of hydrocarbons associated with importation of forest 
products is speculative, and was not assessed in the DEIR. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
Comment noted.  The management plan will provide for a significant level of sustained timber 
production, estimated to fall within the range of 20 to 25 million board feet per year for the first 
decade. The relationship between future production levels at JDSF and the remainder of the local 
area is somewhat speculative, as is the relationship between timber producing expertise and wildfire 
potential.  However, the analysis considered the level of harvest proposed for JDSF in combination 
with an estimated level of harvest on private lands within the assessment area. 
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Response to Comment 8 
Comments noted.  JDSF is a valuable recreational resource, and this value is confirmed in Board 
policy.  The Board agrees that forest management will provide a valuable public education benefit.  
Please see General Response 14. 
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Mailed Letter P-23 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Forest Practice Rules restrict clearcut size to 40 acres or less, depending upon local conditions.  
Even-aged forms of management, including clearcutting, are appropriate under certain conditions and 
when appropriately applied.  Though clearcutting will be limited, forms of even-aged stand 
management and forms of uneven-aged management that make use of small patches or groups of 
trees of the same or similar age will continue to be demonstrated within JDSF(see also General 
Response 10). 
 
Response to Comment 2 
While redwood regenerates and grows well in full sunlight, such as the condition often created after a 
clearcut, the species is capable of regenerating in association with other local species, including 
Douglas-fir, grand fir, hemlock, ceanothus, and tanoak. 

Page IV.5-47 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 
 
 
 
Mailed Letter P-24 
 
Response to Comment 
Preference for Alternative B noted.  Due in part to changes in regulation, environmental assessment, 
and forest management, a management plan that combines provisions of Alternative B with those of 
other alternatives has been developed and is reflected in the ADFFMP (Alternative G). 
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Mailed Letter P-27 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  Since this comment was made, the Board has developed 
Alternative G and the ADFFMP, which build on C1. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Comments noted.  The Board agrees that the DEIR appropriately assesses the potential for 
environmental effects to occur.  The Board agrees that management conducted at JDSF can serve to 
demonstrate to, and inform policy makers, including this Board.  Management at JDSF will provide a 
meaningful demonstration for owners of land zoned for timber production (TPZ), recognizing that 
owners are not likely to imitate the entire management program that is implemented at JDSF.  The 
Board recognizes that timberland owners manage differently and have differing objectives. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Most of the alternatives considered would provide a significant contribution to the local economy, 
including Alternatives B, C1, C2, D, F, and G, as well as the ADFFMP, which is based on Alternative 
G.  With the exception of Alternative A, all alternatives provide some level of sustainable timber yield. 
Given the complex interaction between economic forces within the County and within the local timber 
industry, the variation in economic effects produced by estimated timber production levels associated 
with some of the alternatives is not a certainty.  No significant adverse economic effects are 
anticipated as the result of adoption of the management plan. 
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Mailed Letter P-29 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Comments noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The old-growth stands within JDSF will be preserved, as will individual old trees of significant size, 
and those with unique structural characteristics of value to wildlife.  Please see General Response 8. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Research and education are important components of the management plan.  The Board agrees that 
research and demonstration results should be widely distributed. CAL FIRE is currently developing a 
website to catalogue the research and demonstration projects and/or publications that have been 
developed on the State forests (http://demoforests.net/).  The website is incomplete, but the intention 
is to provide a comprehensive catalogue and a means to disseminate information, including data 
sets, regarding projects on the State forests.   This website will be moved to the main CAL FIRE 
website (http://www.fire.ca.gov/) in the near future.   
 
Response to Comment 4 
The ADFFMP proposes to implement a program that includes a sustainable level of timber production 
to benefit the local economy, while providing a high level of environmental protection. 
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Mailed Letter P-31  
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  It is the Board's intention, through 
adoption of the management plan, that JDSF be restored to a working demonstration forest that 
produces revenue for the State. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board agrees that management of the Forest can serve as a research laboratory and forest 
management demonstration, while retaining management flexibility and protecting public trust 
resources.  The management plan will serve these purposes. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board has found that the DEIR/RDEIR demonstrates that the proposed management of JDSF 
will not result in significant environmental impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees that the DEIR is comprehensive, which necessarily results in a lengthy document 
and a substantial reproduction cost (see also General Response 5). 
 
Response to Comment 5 
Please see Response 3 above.  
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Mailed Letter P-32  
 
Response to Comment 
See P-31 above.  In addition, please see General Response 2.  The allocation of stand types at JDSF 
is based upon consideration of the enabling legislation, Board policy, and existing regulation.  The 
planned allocation of forest area to late-seral forest protection and development does not preclude 
the development of a vast array of stand conditions that are suitable and available for demonstration 
of timber production and other forms of active management research.  Most of the forested area of 
JDSF, including the area designated for late-seral forest development, will remain available for 
management that will help create, maintain, or enhance the values for which those areas were 
designated.  See also General Response 8 and 9. 
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Mailed Letter P-35 
 
Response to Comment 
Support for Alternative D noted.  The DEIR analysis determined that some elements of Alternative D 
may be inconsistent with the current Public Resources Code, regulations, and Board policy that guide 
the management of JDSF (see Table VI.1).  Alternative G was developed by blending the elements 
and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative D.  This includes 
accelerated implementation of the Road Management Plan, a reduction in the use of even-age 
management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area 
dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and 
restoration measures, such as snag retention and LWD placement, and a management emphasis on 
research, demonstration and education.  One example of the research and demonstration emphasis 
will be to test the cost and effectiveness of the riparian zone management approaches contained in 
Alternatives C1 and D-F.  The results of these experiments will be utilized as part of the adaptive 
management process defined in Chapter 5 of the DFMP.  
 
The Board and CAL FIRE believe that the ADFFMP and DEIR/RDEIR have sufficiently addressed the 
potential environmental impacts and, in addition, allowed the flexibility needed in a management plan 
to monitor and adjust management activities as needed.  Significant impacts to water quality due to 
management as approved by the Board are not expected to occur (see General Response 11).  
Please refer DEIR Section VII.10 and VIII.4 for a detailed analysis. See also General Response 2. 
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Mailed Letter P-36 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  The State Forest will continue to be 
a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also promoting long term 
stewardship.  See General Response 2. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Comments noted. The Board is aware of the relative timber production levels presented by the 
various alternatives included in the analysis.  The ADFFMP provides similar benefits. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board recognizes that the regulation of logging in California incorporates high levels of resource 
protection when compared to many other timber producing regions, and that California imports 
approximately 70% of its forest products, with much of that coming from regions with lower levels of 
environmental protection.  The Board supports the idea that by demonstrating forest management 
that incorporates high levels of resource protection as a viable enterprise that can be economically 
and environmentally sustainable, JDSF and the other Demonstration State Forests can serve to 
reduce this problem and can continue to provide at least one example in each forest type within 
California. 
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Mailed Letter P-42 
 
Response to Comment 1 and 2 
Please see response to Form Letter 6 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Significant impacts to wildlife associated with a loss of connectivity are not expected to occur.  The 
finalized management plan proposes to maintain forested habitat throughout JDSF, including the 
creation of a contiguous 6,803-acre corridor, extending across JDSF from west to east and north to 
south, composed of Older Forest Structure Zone, the majority of Old Growth Reserves (359 acres), 
and Late Seral Development Areas (see RDEIR Map Figure 1).  In addition, it designates 
management of riparian zones on Class I and II streams for the development of late successional 
habitat, including the recruitment and placement of large woody debris. Other areas of the Forest may 
be managed on an even-aged basis, producing some temporary interruption of local connectivity for 
some species that are unwilling or unable to cross through or above young forest.  However, this is a 
temporary and insignificant effect.  A site-specific wildlife analysis will accompany all projects, 
including the habitat needs of listed species.  Significant impacts are not expected to occur.  See also 
General Response 9, 10 and 12. 

 
Response to Comment 4 
Alternatives C1, C2, and F would allow stand management to occur within most second-growth forest 
stands, but to varying intensities, and utilizing differing ranges of stand management.  Actions 
implemented under the ADFFMP , including timber harvesting, are based on providing a varied 
landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support a viable research and demonstration 
program (refer to RDEIR Table II.1).  Stand management and logging activity does not necessarily 
create islands of the old growth groves and late seral development areas, but does alter the structure 
of the forest temporarily.  The Older Forest Structure Zone will link many of the old growth groves and 
late-seral development areas, as will the watercourse and lake protection zone, which will be 
managed to develop late seral forest.  Logging is the practice of falling and extracting trees from a 
forested area, generally for commercial purposes.  The intended stand management determines the 
resultant structure of the forest, not the mere fact that an area has been logged for commercial 
purposes.  The management plan provides for management to accelerate late seral and older forest 
structure development.  This management can include logging and the development of commercial 
forest products.  The majority of stand management proposed in areas of older second-growth forest 
during the coming years will produce temporarily thinned stands of young forest, while maintaining a 
forest canopy and providing an opportunity for development of multiple canopy layers.  These are 
conditions that are favorable to many species of wildlife.  Old growth forest also tends to possess 
multiple canopy layers, and trees of varying sizes and ages.  
 
Response to Comment 5 
The contention that selection logging leaves "better wildlife habitat" is not supported.  Selectively 
harvested stands have unique characteristics of value to wildlife.  These stand conditions change as 
stands develop.  Even-aged management can produce highly variable conditions that are also of 
value to wildlife (see General Response 10).  The management plan proposes to create a dynamic 
and varied matrix of stand conditions of value to a broad range of species.   
 
Aesthetics have been considered.  Significant impacts associated with aesthetics are not expected to 
occur.  Please see DEIR Section VII.2 for the assessment of potential effects associated with 
aesthetics.  This protection will be augmented by the creation of the Older Forest Structure Zone, and 
the addition of acreage to be developed into habitat for the marbled murrelet.  It is untrue that 
selection logging "generally eliminates the conditions that might trigger consideration of herbicide 
use".  While invasive species are quite variable, and their environmental site preferences are not the 
same, most of the currently known invasive species associated with JDSF can be found along 
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roadways and in areas of recent soil disturbance.  These conditions can be produced by many forms 
of even-aged and uneven-aged management, including selection management. 
Response to Comment 6 
Significant impacts associated with the proposed watercourse protection measures are not expected 
to occur.  Please see DEIR Section VII.6.1 for the analysis of potential impacts to aquatic resources 
within the assessment area.  See also General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
Comment noted.  Several of the alternatives provide for the development of additional potential future 
habitat for the marbled murrelet, including Alternatives C1, C2, D, E, F and G.  Alternative G 
designates an additional 1,549 acres in the area of upper Russian Gulch and lower Big River to late 
seral development prescriptions specifically intended to recruit habitat for the marbled murrelet (see 
RDEIR Map Figure 1). 
 
Response to Comment 8 
Several of the alternatives considered are likely to produce management that includes provisions for 
research and demonstration involving habitat recovery and the processes involved, including 
Alternatives C1, C2, D, E, F and G. See General Response 9 and 12. 
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Mailed Letter P-43 
 
Response to Comment 
Comments and support for Alternative C1 noted.  Alternative G was developed by blending the 
elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The 
management plan reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  The State Forest 
will continue to be a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also 
promoting long term stewardship. The management plan will provide the benefits outlined in the 
comment letter. 
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Mailed Letter P-45 
 
An identical letter was received from Marc Komer.  The following serves to respond to both letters. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board recognizes the value of sustained timber production and recreation to the local economy.  
The ADFFMP provides for sustainable timber production and recreational opportunities.  Please see 
DEIR Sections III.5, III.6 and VII.14 for the assessment of potential economic and recreational 
impacts.  Also see General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative F is noted.  The management plan is expected to enhance future economic 
and recreational opportunities within the region.  The plan will also provide for a significant level of 
sustained timber production, while maintaining and restoring habitat for flora and fauna. Please see 
DEIR Section VII.6 for the environmental assessment associated with flora and fauna.  Clearcutting 
will be limited (see General Response 10).   
 
The plan incorporates habitat protection, maintenance and creation of hiking trails, and a JDSF 
advisory committee.  The Board has provided for the creation of a JDSF advisory committee, which 
will advise the Department on implementation issues, and advise the Board on policy issues. There 
will also be a recreation user group organized to help guide the recreation program (see ADFFMP 
Chapter 3). The Department intends to maintain a broad spectrum of membership, including 
abundant expertise and knowledge in environmental issues.  The JDSF committee is expected to 
include representation by local government, scientific experts, and the general public.  The 
membership specifics have not yet been determined. This is in addition to the advisory committee for 
the state forest system as a whole. 
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Mailed Letter P-46 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The management plan proposes to manage specific areas of the forest on a sustainable basis, as a 
demonstration of sustained timber production in consideration of other resources.  The recreational 
and ecological value of the Forest will not be destroyed.  Please review the DEIR for an assessment 
of potential to impact recreational and ecological values associated with the Forest.  Significant 
impacts are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 2-4 
Please see response to Form Letter 2. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The statement is in error.  The management plan does not propose to clearcut 1/3 of the land.  As 
approved, the management plan proposes to allow utilization of even-aged stand management 
methods in up to 26 percent of the Forest over the next several decades.  Very little clearcutting is 
anticipated (see General Response 10).  Even-aged management will be implemented to create 
stands between 60 and 150 years-of-age, consisting of various forest structure conditions.   Please 
see Sections VII and VIII for the assessment of potential impacts to fish, wildlife, watersheds, and 
impacts associated with the use of herbicides (see also General Response 6 and 7). 
 
Response to Comment 6 and 7 
See response to Form Letter 2. 
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Mailed Letter P-49 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted.  The DEIR analysis determined that some elements of Alternative D 
may be inconsistent with the current Public Resources Code, regulations, and Board policy that guide 
the management of JDSF (see DEIR Table VI.1). Alternative G was developed by blending the 
elements and management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative D.  The Board's 
intent in adopting the management plan is to implement the intent of the Legislature.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes and appreciates the effort made by the committee appointed by Director 
Richard Wilson.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
The committee appointed by Director Wilson was not intended as a technical advisory committee, 
though the Board recognizes that a significant breadth and depth of technical knowledge was evident 
in the committee membership.  The timber harvest level under the ADFFMP is based on providing a 
varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support a viable research and 
demonstration program, rather than a goal of a particular level of production, while providing a high 
level of protection for a wide range of forest resource values.  
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees that the State Forest should remain relevant to the needs of timberland owners, 
and remain a source of information and education for the public.  The Board also recognizes the very 
broad range, and varying objectives of timberland owners in California today.  In order to provide for 
research and demonstration related to a broad spectrum of viable management methods, it is 
beneficial to maintain a dynamic matrix of forest conditions available for research and demonstration.  
While even-aged management occurs on private lands, the condition of the stands and availability for 
study is not assured, nor is the availability of those lands for public study, education, and research. 
 
The management of JDSF will contribute to the maintenance of a healthy forest industry, by 
contributing forest products, creating revenue, and primarily by providing a demonstration of 
sustainable forest management. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See Response 4 above. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
The Board has proposed to adopt a management plan (ADFFMP) that incorporates many of the 
provisions set out in Alternative D.  Board policy directs the Department and the Board to periodically 
review and update the management.  Adaptive management is an important element of the 
management plan. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The Board shares in the hope that the management plan will be greeted favorably by the majority of 
the interested public, and will serve as a model of modern forest management. 
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Mailed Letter P-50 
 
See response to Form Letter 1   
 
Response to Comment  
Please see General Response 2.  JDSF was acquired for the purpose of demonstrating economic 
forest management including, but not limited to, logging methods.   JDSF will remain a demonstration 
forest.  The Board recognizes the importance of generating revenue to support important 
management activities as well as its contribution to the local economy.  The legislation that provided 
for establishment of the State Forest makes it very clear that demonstration of maximum sustained 
timber production is one of the primary purposes of Forest management.  A significant level of 
sustained timber production will occur at JDSF.   
 
The Board developed Administrative Draft Forest Management Plan (ADFFMP) strives to balance the 
concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy 
for the Demonstration State Forest system (see General Response 2).   
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Mailed Letter P-52 
 
See Response to Form Letter 2. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment incorrectly characterizes the management plan.  The management plan does not 
propose "extensive clearcutting” (see General Response 10). The management plan does not 
propose to destroy “pristine second-growth stands”, but to manage on a sustainable basis in these 
stands, managing most of them on a selective basis.  These stands originated from historic clearcuts, 
and are in various stages of development.  Herbicide use is expected to remain limited.  Any 
herbicide use will occur as part of a carefully considered and limited program (see General Response 
7). 
 
The streams within JDSF are in a state of recovery, and the management plan proposes to promote a 
continued recovery trajectory (see General Response 11).  Low impact recreational opportunities will 
be maintained and a modest increase in these opportunities is expected to occur (see General 
Response 14).  A significant portion of the Forest will be managed to promote late-seral forest 
conditions, while also recognizing that legislation establishes timber production as a primary land use 
of the Forest. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The DEIR includes the assessment of a broad range of alternatives in an appropriate manner (see 
General Response 4).  The Board agrees that Alternative E has a lesser potential relative to some of 
the other alternatives to create revenue to support some restoration activities.  The management plan 
combines some elements of several alternatives to arrive at a management plan that will implement 
the intent of the Legislature and the Board's policies.  The Board determined that some elements of 
Alternative E may not comply with existing law and policy.   The writer is encouraged to review the 
analysis presented in the DEIR for an assessment of potential impacts associated with the 
management plan.  Significant impacts are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The DEIR is comprehensive, which results in a relatively large document with a corresponding cost of 
reproduction.  The DEIR is available electronically separately by section, and is also available for 
review at several libraries and CAL FIRE offices.  The EIR and management planning process are in 
full compliance with CEQA.  See also General Response 3 and 5. 
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Mailed Letter P-53 
 
See Response to Form Letter 2. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The management plan proposes to preserve the existing old growth groves within the Forest, and to 
protect individual large old growth trees and those old trees with unique structural attributes of value 
to wildlife.  In addition, the plan proposes to devote a significant portion of JDSF forest to 
management intended to develop late-seral and older forest characteristics.  Please see also General 
Response 2, 8 and 9. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Authority to draft the management plan is vested in the Department of Forestry and Fire Protection.  
The Board must approve the management plan.  Lumber companies do not manage the State Forest 
or its resources. 
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Mailed Letter P-54 
 
See response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The potential for impacts to aesthetics and the local economy have been considered.  With mitigation, 
significant impacts are not expected to occur.  Please see DEIR Sections VII.2 and III.5. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The primary intent of management of the State Forest is not the production of revenue for the State, 
though the demonstration of economical forest management is a primary purpose of the state forest.  
The intent of Forest management is clearly laid out in the enabling legislation and in the policies of 
the Board.  See also General Response 2. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The management plan appropriately reflects existing legislation, policy and regulation.  The wishes of 
the majority of citizens within the State of California, relative to individual potential elements of forest 
management, is unknown, though the Board recognizes that many people do not favor the practice of 
clearcutting.  The practice of clearcutting will be restricted (see also General Response 10). 
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Mailed Letter P-59 
 
Response to Comment 
Please see response to Mailed Letter P-6. 
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Mailed Letter P-60 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest. The State Forest will continue to be 
a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also promoting long-term 
stewardship.   
 
The Board developed Administrative Draft Forest Management Plan (ADFFMP) strives to balance the 
concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy 
for the Demonstration State Forest system. The analysis process examined individual alternatives 
with varying benefits associated with economic, ecological, and social values. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Please see General Response 2.  The ADFFMP also provides for these current and future values, 
and includes a road management plan and an enhancement of research and demonstration 
opportunities and capabilities (see General Response 2).  The management plan will provide for a 
modest increase in recreational opportunities (see General Response 14). 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board agrees that JDSF is not a park, while it provides many similar values and opportunities. It 
is the Board's intent, through adoption of the management plan, that JDSF remain a productive forest 
that makes a significant contribution to the local economy. 
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Mailed Letter P-66 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  The Board strongly supports a return to full and active 
management of JDSF. Many provisions of Alternative C1 have been adopted by the Board and are 
included in the management plan. The Board has developed an alternative that strives to balance the 
concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy 
for the state forest system.  The ADFFMP contains elements from several alternatives and is 
designed to balance demonstration and research, production of timber products, and the desires of 
the public, while improving the overall health and ecosystem function of the forest (see also General 
Response 2).   
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes that the management of the Forest has produced a variety of public benefits, 
including research, recreation, habitat and timber.  The management plan will provide for a continued 
increase in standing timber volume, with growth exceeding harvest.  The Forest will continue to be 
managed to promote healthy forest conditions while providing many public benefits. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Active forest management is an essential element of the management plan.  The Forest serves as a 
valuable demonstration of sustainable forest management to the public and forest landowners. 
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Mailed Letter P-70 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board agrees with these statements.  The DEIR provides substantial discussion of social and 
economic issues related to the management of JDSF (see DEIR Section III).  The management plan 
will provide support to the local economy, while protecting and enhancing values associated with 
aquatic and terrestrial habitats (see also General Response 11 and 12).   The plan also provides for 
the future development of late seral forest habitat, while providing for maintenance and enhancement 
of water quality (see also General Response 2, 8 and 9).   
 
The management plan will provide for protection of aesthetic values, especially in areas of high public 
use, such as highway corridors, high-use recreational areas, and near rural residential 
neighborhoods.  A detailed discussion of Aesthetic Resources, including impacts, thresholds of 
significance, and mitigation measures can be found in Section VII.2 and VIII.9 of the DEIR.  Additional 
analysis of aesthetics, as related to recreation, can be found in Section VII.14.  The Board recognizes 
that timber operations can lead to negative impacts on the aesthetics of an area, however 
determining specific “thresholds of significance” is highly personal and subjective (see General 
Response 6).  The DEIR analysis of these potential impacts found that application of several 
mitigation measures would reduce the potential negative impacts to less than significant. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative D noted.  
  
Response to Comment 3 
Please see response to P-45 and General Response 18.   Recommendations concerning the 
constituency of advisory committee membership, while noted and appreciated by the Board, are not 
an environmental issue.  The current Demonstration State Forest Advisory Committee includes local 
representation by government and environmental interests, as well as representation by the 
University of California. The JDSF committee is expected to include representation by local 
government, scientific experts, and the general public.  The membership specifics have not yet been 
determined. 
 
 
Response to Comment 4 
All timber harvest plans are administered by JDSF foresters and all licensed timber operators are 
subject to the applicable forest practice rules.  The Board generally agrees that timber harvest 
demonstrations should vary in size, and be available to a broad range of log buyers and timber 
operators.  The Board is interested in the concept of using licensed timber operators that are hired 
and administered by the Department.  This is not an environmental issue.   
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board is interested in the concept of public log sales.  This is not an environmental issue. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Comment noted.  The Board cannot allocate revenue generated by the state forests.  The current 
budget law (Public Resources Code § 4799.13) directs timber revenue from state forests to support of 
the state forest system.  Revenues beyond the needs of the state forests may be shifted to the 
General Fund. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The Board agrees that there is untapped potential for education in forest management and for 
recreation.  The management plan provides for a modest increase in recreational opportunities, and a 
user-needs survey to identify additional recreational opportunities. Please see General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
The Board agrees that there is merit to these values and activities. 
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Response to Comment 9 
Preference for adoption of FSC standards is noted.  The Department has initiated the certification 
process, and has obtained a pre-assessment from both SFI and SCS.  If full certification is sought by 
the Department, it is anticipated that FSC standards will be adopted. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
The Board agrees that many people do not favor the use of clearcutting.  The use of this regeneration 
method will be limited (see General Response 10).  However, the Board finds value in the continued 
demonstration and research of even-aged systems, which have merit in terms of stand and habitat 
management, but also in terms of imitating natural stand-replacing events and processes.  Little 
research has been done to determine the modes and extent of regeneration in old redwood forests, 
and is likely that a high degree of variability once occurred.  Board regulation and management plan 
provisions restrict the size of even-aged regeneration units.   
 
The use and demonstration of silvicultural systems and stand management methods includes 
consideration of a broad range of impacts and values, including economics.  Economics is a very 
important consideration in the management of timberland by both state and private entities.  
 
Response to Comment 11 
Herbicides may be used as part of an integrated pest management system for the control of invasive 
weeds (see General Response 7). The Board has selected an approach that treats hardwoods only 
where specific criteria are met (RDEIR II-1); seeking to minimize the use of herbicides and employ 
alternative methods. The ecological basis and incorporation of a range of treatment options shares 
some attributes with Integrated Pest Management for invasive weeds. The JDSF approach to 
invasive weeds will be prevention oriented, ecologically based program will utilize a combination of 
control methods and the use of herbicides will be minimized by using them primarily where cost and 
effectiveness precludes the use of non-chemical control approaches. 
 
The use of herbicides within JDSF has been low relative to that utilized by large forestland owners in 
the region. Please see DEIR Section VII.8.2 for the assessment of potential for impacts associated 
with herbicide use. Employment is a consideration in the management of JDSF, but not the only one. 
In an operational context, herbicides will be used only when no other effective and feasible control 
methods are found after consideration of the scope of the problem, opportunities to effectively 
manage the situation and available alternatives and their potential effectiveness, costs and risks. The 
plan includes commitments to examine alternatives to herbicides.  
 
Both silvicultural prescriptions and harvesting methods can affect the need for herbicide use. The 
DEIR/RDEIR details how changes in post harvest activities have reduced the need for herbicide use.  
The ADFFMP includes provisions for consideration of this aspect of stand management, and includes 
a stated intention to manage in a way that reduces the need for herbicide use.  
 
Response to Comment 12 
The management plan includes provisions to inventory the road system within the Forest, and to 
prioritize maintenance, improvement, and selective road decommissioning activities (see also 
General Response 13).  The Department recognizes the basic condition of many roads and landings 
in areas that were roaded and logged decades ago.  A significant level of restoration and 
improvement is anticipated during the coming decade. 
 
The Department is aware of the condition of aquatic and riparian zones within the Forest.  The 
management plan includes provision to manage the WLPZ to develop late seral forest conditions, and 
to maintain or restore ecological function to these areas (see also General Response 11). 
 
Although the Board does not directly control the operating budget of JDSF, the Board is aware of the 
need for funding to appropriately manage the Forest.  Based upon the recent adoption of a Budget 
Change Proposal (2006), the level of operating funds that can be made available for road 
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management and improvement will be substantial, contingent upon the flow of harvesting revenues 
from JDSF to the Forest Resources Improvement Fund. 
 
Response to Comment 13 
The management plan will provide for connectivity between old growth stands on JDSF, consisting of 
forested area in various stages of development and with variable structural characteristics, including 
the creation of a contiguous 6,803-acre corridor, extending across JDSF from west to east and north 
to south, composed of Older Forest Structure Zone, the majority of Old Growth Reserves (359 acres), 
and Late Seral Development Areas (see RDEIR Map Figure 1).  In addition, it designates 
management of riparian zones on Class I and II streams for the development of late successional 
habitat, including the recruitment and placement of large woody debris.  The management plan 
includes provisions to preserve the mapped old growth groves, individual large old growth trees, and 
old growth trees with unique structural attributes of value to wildlife.  See also General Response 8, 9, 
and 12.  Please see DEIR Section VII 6.6 for the assessment of potential impacts to terrestrial 
species. 
 
Response to Comment 14 
The Board generally agrees with these statements.  See General Response 11.  The WLPZ will be 
managed to develop late seral habitat conditions, although the Board also recognizes that some level 
of timber production can occur coincidental to habitat development.  Stream crossings will be 
evaluated as provided in the Road Management Plan (ADFFMP, Chapter 3).  Stream crossings will 
be managed though utilization of good science and technique. 
 
Response to Comment 15 
The Board agrees that these are areas that should be integral to research and demonstration, and 
management of the Forest.  However, the management plan will also provide for other management 
goals, as stated in the enabling legislation and Board policy. 
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Mailed Letter P-73 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
While the commenter states that clearcutting is not appropriate, no environmental concern is stated in 
support of this position.  The Board has significantly restricted the future use of clearcutting on JDSF 
(see General Response 10). While the commenter does not define the stated term "protected 
redwood forest," it should be noted that the JDSF is protected from development or conversion to 
agricultural uses such as vineyards.  The Board recognizes that there is less area in park and 
preserve in this portion of the range of redwood than within areas to the north and south.  The DEIR 
provided detailed information on redwood forestland in public park status throughout the redwood 
region (see DEIR Section VII.14).  The potential for environmental effect was considered within a 
broad assessment area.  Please also see response to Form Letter 6. 
 
The research and demonstration program at JDSF will include restoration, habitat creation, and other 
forms of meaningful scientific research.  Recreation and a demonstration of the compatibility between 
recreation and forest management will also be an important aspect of management. 
  
Response to Comment 3 
The Board recognizes the importance of JDSF in terms of contribution to direct protection of listed 
species, and also with regard to demonstration and research for the benefit of these species.  JDSF 
is one of several relatively large public properties that can be managed to contribute to the recovery 
of listed species.  Other local public properties include the various forested state and local parks, 
national forests, and lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management. 
 
The management plan will include a high level of protection for aquatic habitat, and will provide for 
continued recovery of this valuable resource.  Please see DEIR Section VII.6.1 for the assessment of 
potential impacts to aquatic species.  See also General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
Alternative G and the ADFFMP designate a significant area of forest to be managed to maintain or 
develop additional habitat for the marbled murrelet. 
 
The management plan will provide for connectivity between old growth stands on JDSF, consisting of 
forested area in various stages of development and with variable structural characteristics, including 
the creation of a contiguous 6,803-acre corridor, extending across JDSF from west to east and north 
to south, composed of Older Forest Structure Zone, the majority of Old Growth Reserves (359 acres), 
and Late Seral Development Areas (see RDEIR Map Figure 1).  In addition, it designates 
management of riparian zones on Class I and II streams for the development of late successional 
habitat, including the recruitment and placement of large woody debris.  The management plan 
includes provisions to preserve the mapped old growth groves, individual large old growth trees, and 
old growth trees with unique structural attributes of value to wildlife.  See also General Response 8, 9, 
and 12.  Please see DEIR Section VII 6.6 for the assessment of potential impacts to terrestrial 
species. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board has proposed a management plan (ADFFMP) that incorporates provisions of Alternative F, 
and provides a balanced management approach for JDSF. 
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Mailed Letter P-74 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted.  Alternative G was developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several Alternatives, including Alternative C1.  The management plan 
reflects the intent of the legislative mandate for the State Forest.  The State Forest will continue to be 
a working demonstration of viable and effective forest management, while also promoting long term 
stewardship.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board agrees that the primary purpose of the State Forest is to serve as a demonstration of 
viable and productive forest management to private timberland owners. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board recognizes the problem of increased forest fragmentation and loss of productive 
timberland due to the economic pressures to convert the land to other uses. The Board is obligated to 
consider a range of alternatives in the environmental analysis process.  The range of alternatives 
closely mirrors the range of public and agency comments that the Board has received relative to 
future management of the Forest. Please see General Response 4 for more detail. The management 
plan will provide both a useful demonstration and valuable source of information to private timberland 
owners, providing an incentive to maintain their lands in timber production and other forms of active 
management. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board agrees that fragmentation of timberland ownership can reduce the level of resources 
available for fighting fire. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The management plan provides for a viable demonstration of economic and productive forest 
management, and will make a significant contribution to the local economy.  Economics has been 
considered in detail (please see DEIR Section III.5 and III.6). 
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